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Indications of Soviet Awareness of Chinese Plans 
for the Communes, Spring-Summer 1958 


This is a working paper, the sixth chapter of a continu- 
ing inquiry into the Chinese commune program. 


This is the first paper to appear under the aegis of the 
Sino-Soviet Studies Group, which is a merger of the CAESAR, 
POLO and ESAU groups, The terms CAESAR, POLO and ESAU will 
be retained to designate papers which emphasize, respectively, 
problems relating to the Soviet leadership, problems relating 
to the Chinese leadership, and aspects of the Sino-Soviet re- 
lationship. 


The Sino-Soviet Studies Group would welcome either written 
or oral comment on this paper, addressed to Donald S. Zagoria, 
who developed the Soviet positions, or to Philip L. Bridgham, 
who developed the Chinese positions, or to W. P. Southard, the 
acting coordinator of the group. All are in Room 2549 "M" 
Building, 
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SUMMARY 


There is good reason to doubt that Moscow had much in- 
side information on the Chinese party's early plans to form 
communes. The communes were apparently conceived in March 
1958, and in April and May the Chinese top leadership was ac- 
tively considering and making preparations for a nation-wide 
commune program--a program departing radically from Soviet 
practice. Yet as late as June 1958 Khrushchev bestowed an 
unusual accolade on the Chinese party for its "enormous con- 
tribution to. the theory and practice of the socialist revo- 
lution.” In view of Khrushchev's coolness toward the com- 
munes after they were formally launched, it is unlikely that 
he would have made such a statement--particularly to a forum 
of bloc leaders--if he had been aware of the impending com- 
mune program, 


Similar praise for Chinese "creativity" was voiced at 
the June 1958 Academy of Sciences conference on the theoreti-~ 
cal problems of building Communism in the USSR, That this 
conference was largely unaware of, or at least unprepared to 
deal with, the impending commune program was evident from 
the almost total lack of attention to bloc-wide problems of 
socialist and Communist construction. One Soviet theoreti- 
cian said that the socialist countries would enter Communism 
"possibly by economic zones," but Moscow did not ascribe 
political importance to this statement at the time. The Rus- 
Sians evidently were not concerned with sa dca the in- 
pending Chinese claims. 


There are other indications that the Soviet party was 
less than well-informed about the commune plans in general 
and the proceedings of the Chinese Eighth Party Congress in 
particular. Foreign party observers evidently had not been 
invited to the May Congress at which the. commune program was 
almost certainly discussed. Discussions of the Congress in 
the Soviet press gave no sign of awareness of an puempenatne 
transformation of rural society. ; 


Even the most highly specialized of Soviet er ee 
those published by and for Soviet Sinologists--seemed to be 
in the dark, A lead article in the principal Soviet Sinology 
journal, written in June or even later, discussed the "tri- 
umph of Leninist ideas" in China and concluded that the Chi- 
nese were following "the Leninist cooperative plan and the 
experience of kolkhoz eonstruceton in the Soviet Union." In 
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July, the Soviet economics journal wrote that "truly inex- 
haustible reserves" were to be found in the Chinese coopera~ 
tive structure which "today rules supreme in the Chinese 
village." This article appeared more than a month after 
discussions in Chinese journals had clearly implied that 
China was ready for a more advanced type of "production re- 
lations," 


It is not known whether Khrushchev was briefed on the 
communes prior to his conference with Mao in Peiping in late 
July. The gravity of the Middle East situation at the time 
and the imminence of a new Chinese Communist venture in the 
Taiwan strait would seem sufficient to have justified such 
a top-level meeting. There was nothing in the joint communi- 
qué or in subsequent propaganda which suggested that the in- 
ternal affairs of either country had been under discussion. 


The Soviet party, even if it had only overt Chinese 
sources to work from, Should have been able by sometime in 
August to deduce that a reorganization of the Chinese coun- 
trystde was in the offing and that this reorganization would 
introduce a new form to be called the "people's commune," 
Western analysts, working only from open sources, were able 
in mid-August to describe some of the features of those 
“communes ," ; 


Yet Soviet analysts, like Western analysts, may at that 
point still have had only a dim idea of the social, economic 
and ideological extremes to which these "communes" were lead- 
ing. There is the further possibility that Moscow had not 
yet had time to properly evaluate what information it had on 
the commune program. 


In any event, articles in Soviet journals.throughout Au- 
gust and early, September continued to write that the Chinese 
cooperative system had enormous possibilities for development, 
enphasized that China was following the tested Leninist co- 
operative plan, and continued to congratulate the Chinese on 
their creative application of Marxism. It seems unlikely 
that such lines would have appeared in Soviet journals in Au- 
gust and early September if the Soviet leadership had been 
fully aware of the impending Chinese initiative. 





If Moscow had had early, frank and complete information 
on the communes and the ideological claims that would surround 
them, such information would probably have caused considerable 
alarm and this alarm would probably have been passed down to 
the key party journals and newspapers. Moreover, if the Soviet 


if 
i 





leadership had been fully aware of the impending Chinese ini- 
tiative, it would probably have begun to take some pre-emptive 
ideological action well before the time it began to do so in 
November 1958. Yet Chinese and bloc specialists reading the 
Soviet party journals in the period from June to September 
1958 would have gained the impression that Moscow had no qualms 
about Chinese political, social and economic. policies. In 
sum, the evidence suggests that the Soviet party had less ad- 
vance information on the communes than one would expect it to 
have if there were a close working relationship between the 
two parties. 
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INTRODUCTION 


This chapter discusses Soviet comment, as expressed pri- 
marily in Soviet party journals and newspapers, on Chinese 
economic developments in 1957-58 up to the adoption of the 
Chinese Communist party (CCP) resolution on the establishment 
of communes. It seeks to establish whether those media re- 
flected awareness of the impending radical rural reorganiza~ 
tion--particularly in the period between March 1958, when the 
communes were apparently conceived, and September 1958, when 
the commune resolution was made public. 
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Origins of the Chinese Commune Program 





Earlier chapters have traced the origins of the com- 
mune movement to the imperative need of the Chinese Commu- 
nist leadership to devise a program of economic develop~- 
ment adapted to China's specific conditions. 


As early as February 1957, Mao initiated a process 
of fundamental reappraisal of the party's economic policies 
--policies which had been based largely on Soviet exper- 
ience. In his speech on "contradictions," Mao warned 
against a mechanical borrowing from Soviet experience and 
emphasized that China's own special conditions must be 
kept in mind in the formulation of economic policy. These 
special conditions included a huge and rapidly growing 
population which was largely illiterate and untrained, a 
small amount of arable land, and a backward, underdeveloped 
economy. These conditions were specifically contrasted with 
more favorable Soviet circumstances. 


In the fall of 1957, faced with a rapidly growing pop- 
ulation, with relative stagnation in food production, with 
dwindling food reserves, and with mounting disaffection 
among the peasants and rural cadres, the leadership re- 
sponded by adopting a series of radical measures. A par- 
ty conference adopted a new, distinctive course of social-~ 
ist construction for China, 


In this new approach to economic development, rapid 
growth of the agricultural sector was considered the key-- 
that is, the means to raise the investment funds for mech- 
anization of agriculture and socialist industrialization. 
Thus, agriculture was elevated to a level of importance 
almost equal to that of industry. A party conference in 
autumn 1957 reassessed the relative importance of machinery 
and human labor in agricultural production and construction 
and concluded that massive organization of labor power. was | 
the key to China's agricultural development. Immediately | 
following this party conclave, a peasant labor army of per- | 
haps 100 million was organized to undertake a gigantic pro- 
gram of water-conservancy construction and fertilizer ac- 
cumulation. 





In March 1958, another highly important decision was 
taken. Another party conference at Chengtu adopted a mass 
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line for industrial development which greatly enlarged the 
scope and objectives of the local industry program. No 
longer considered a mere adjunct to the agricultural sector, 
this undertaking to construct thousands of small-scale in- 
dustrial installations in rural areas was hailed as a major 
means of accelerating industrialization. Of even greater 
significance, it was decided to transform the program into 
a mass campaign which would penetrate beyond local levels 
of government to exploit the underemployed labor force of 
the agricultural producer cooperative. 


These two decisions--to organize a huge peasant labor 
army to engage in agricultural production and construction, 
and to initiate a mass movement in rural industrial construc- 
tion~-~both derived from the fundamental decision that China 
must exploit to the fullest the economic factor of labor 
power, This decision, reflecting the shortage of capital, 
had already led to a policy stressing the importance of 
medium-. and small-~ as well as large-scale industrial enter- 
prises, 


Apparently these new economic programs, in the Chinese 
view, made obsolete the existing economic and organizational 
framework of the agricultural producers cooperatives. Pea~ 
sant labor armies would have to be formed from a number of 
cooperatives, The agricultural cooperative lacked the 
necessary resources to carry out the ambitious program of 
rural industrialization. Thus, some sort of large-scale 
unit could be regarded as an almost inevitable outgrowth 
of the economic decisions taken in 1957 and early 1958. It 


is likely that the commune itself was conceived at the 
Chengtu conference in March, 


Soviet Reaction Prior to August 1958 


Soviet journals were closely following economic de- 
velopments in China in that period. Important articles 
assessing those developments appeared in Problems of Eco- 
nomics, the principal economic journal, and In Soviet 
Chinese Studies. * These articles approved of Mao’s 1957 
decision tor the simultaneous development of industry and 
agriculture as an "objective necessity," in view of the 
serious lag in agriculture, and hailed that decision as a 
"creative development of the theory of socialist industrial- 
ization." They wrote also that the construction of medium 


*5ee, Lor example, “Problems of the Industrial Develop~- 
ment of the CPR During the First Five-Year Plan," Prob- 


lems of Economics, July 1958, and articles in Soviet-Chi- 
hese Studies, uos. 1 & 2,1958. 
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and small enterprises as well as large-scale enterprises, 
as well as the rural industrialization program was "of 
major importance for capital expansion under the condi- 
tions existing in China" because such projects demanded 
only a little capital, were capable of speeding up pro- 
ductivity, allowed a.rational and maximum use of resources 
and would further the living standards of the peasantry. 
Further, such articles approved of the mass use of labor 
power for the construction of irrigation facilities and 
other economic construction tasks in the countryside as 
another peculiarly Chinese response to capital shortage. 
One article spoke of the "colossal successes" of the Chi- 
nese peasantry in irrigation construction at the end of 
1957 and the beginning of 1958. 


While Soviet journals thus approved of the new Chi- 
nese economic policies which ultimately led to the communes 
~-despite the fact that these policies varied consider- 
ably from past and present Soviet economic practice~--there 
is good reason to doubt that Moscow had much inside infor- 
mation on the CCP's actual plans to form communes. 


Chinese economic policies made almost inevitable 
some new form of agricultural organization which could 
unite the efforts of many cooperatives in large-scale 
construction projects, particularly for irrigation and 
rural industrial construction. It was not inevitable, 
however, that the new form would be the spectacular conm- 
munes, Moscow may well have estimated that the Chinese 
agricultural reorganization would stop at some sort of 
enlarged cooperative similar to those giant cooperatives 
recently formed in Bulgaria, or that it would lead to coopera- 
tive unions similar to those now under way in the USSR 
itself, * 


It is doubtful that Moscow knew of Peiping's precise 
plans even as late as June 1958, when the commune ex- 
periment was already under way. After the Chengtu party 
conference in March, a- campaign to merge small collectives 
soon began in two pilot provinces. Some of these "large 
cooperatives" amalgamated 20 to 30 existing cooperatives. 
Many features” of the. ater communes appeared in these early 
prototypes. 4 


¥Alter the communes wore oceed: Soviet economic journals 
in fact called them “higher-type cooperatives." This forn- 
ulation, concealing the radical nature of the communes, prob- 
ably also reflected a Soviet belief that Peiping should have 
stopped short at such a higher-type cooperative organization. 


a 
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In April, Mao wrote an article--not published until 
June--in which he implied an intention to move into a more 
advanced stage of "production relations." Retrospectively, 
it may be assumed that he already had the communes in mind 
at this time. Although there were no public references to 
them at the Chinese party congress in May, Chinese journal 
articles suggest that they were almost certainly under dis- 
cussion there. In short, although the communes were not 
formally unveiled on the public record until July, there 
are indications that already in March, April and May, the 
top CCP leadership was actively considering and making prep- 
arations for a nationwide commune program. If the Russians 
had had ready access to the thinking of Chinese party lead~ 
ers, they would have received indications of the coming com- 
mune program during that early experimental period. 


The evidence available, however, suggests that they did 
not have access to inside information. In June 1958, Khru- 
shcheyv told the Bulgarian party congress: 


The creative development of Marxist-Leninist theory 
is a task for the entire international Communist move- 
ment..., It is known, for instance, what an enormous 
contribution to the theory and practice of the social- 
ist revolution is being made by the Communist party of 
China, which is masterfully combining the universal 
truth of Marxism-Leninism with the concrete practice 
of revolution and of building socialism in its country. 


This unusual praise for Chinese creativity would have been 
high praise at any time. In view of Khrushchev's coolness 
toward the communes after they were formally launched, it is 
unlikely that he would have made such a statement--particu- 
larly to a forum of bloc leaders--if he were aware of the 
decisions taken at the Chengtu party conference in March and 
the party congress in May. 


Similar praise for Chinese "creativity" was voiced by 
the Soviet theoretician M. B. Mitin at the 1958 Academy of 
Sciences conference on the theoretical problems of building 
Communism in the USSR. Mitin said: 


The example of socialist construction in China is 
a striking demonstration of the way the Chinese Commu- 
nist party adapts its program to the peculiar conditions 
of the country and, at the same time, furthers the crea- 
tive development of Marxism-Leninism, — 
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That the June conference of Soviet theoreticians was 
largely unaware of, or at least unprepared to deal with, 
the impending commune program was evident from the almost 
total lack of attention to problems of socialist construc~ 
tion throughout the bloc. Aside from Mitin's remarks on 
China, there were no other references to Chinese socialist 
construction. In the one reference to the bloc-wide transi- 
tion to Communism, Stepanyan--who was to write in October 
that the European countries would enter Communism before 
the Asian Communist countries--indicated that he had not 
made up his mind.about this problem as of June. He said 
the socialist countries would enter Communism "along a 
single front but possibly (underlining supplied) by’ eco- 
nomic zones." This statement was buried in the report of 
Stepanyan's remarks to the conference and was not picked 
up by any other speaker. If Moscow had wished to ascribe 
political importance to the statement at the time, as it’ 
evidently did in October, it seems likely that more would 
have been made of this novel thesis. 


There are other indications that the Soviet party was 
less than well informed about the commune plans in general 
and the proceedings of the Chinese Eighth Party Congress 
in particular. Foreign party observers evidently had not 
been invited, despite the importance of the subjects dis- 
cussed, and second-hand discussions of the congress in the 
Soviet press gave no indication of awareness of an impend- 
ing transformation of rural society. A Pravda editorial, 
for example, on 10 June contained the following appraisal 
of the Chinese party congress: 


The Soviet people and all loyal friends of 
the Chinese people rejoice over the successes 
achieved by the Chinese people under the brilliant 
leadership of the Chinese Communist party. The 
Chinese Communist party, basing itself on the teach- 
ings of Marxism-Leninism, creatively applies inter- 
national experience in socialist construction to 
the conditions in China and unswervingly leads the 
ace people on the road of socialist construc-— 

ion, 


Even the most highly specialized of Soviet journals-- 
those published by and for Soviet Sinologists--seemed to be 


in the dark. A feature article.in Soviet Chinese Studies, 
No. 2, 1958, which, judging from its documentation, was 
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written in June or later in the summer, even discussed 
"The Triumph of Leninist Ideas in China." The brunt of 
the article was the importance of Leninism and Soviet ex- 
perience to the successes of the Chinese revolution. "To 
march along the Russian road," said the article, "was the 
conclusion of the outstanding representatives of China." 
The Chinese revolution was a continuation of the Great 
October Revolution. The Chinese successes in agriculture 
were due in no small account to the fact that the Chinese 
were following "the Leninist cooperative plan and the ex- 
perience of kolkhoz construction in the Soviet Union." 
The article concluded that, despite national peculiarities 
and traditions, . 


...the process of socialist revolution and 
socialist construction proceeds according to com- 
mon’ laws based on Marxist-Leninist theory and re- 
flects the practice of socialist construction in 
the USSR, 


In July, Problems of Economics wrote, in a lengthy ar- 
ticle on Chinese economic development, signed to the press 
25 July, that 


truly inexhaustible reserves for increasing agri- 
cultural production in the Chinese People's Republic 
are to be found in the cooperative structure which 
today rules supreme in the Chinese village.... The 
cooperative system in the countryside grows stronger 
and agricultural production rises..., 


This assertion that the cooperative system was "ruling 
supreme" in the Chinese countryside appeared in print one 
month after the Chinese party journal Study, taking as its 
text Mao's earlier "contradictions" speech, attempted to 
demonstrate that China was ready for a more advanced type 

of "production relations." Other discussions in Chinese 
journals a month or more earlier had implied that the "great 
leap forward" had already elevated the productive forces to — 
a point where changes in the relations of production were 
necessary. The very term "people's commune’'-—Peiping has 
since said--had been adopted in June by Mao and the CCP cen- 
tral committee, and on 1 July Chen Po+ta had formally and 
publicly unveiled the term "people's commune” for the first 
time in Red Flag. 








Khrushchev arrived in Peiping on 31 July to confer with 
Mao. This was two weeks after the publication of Chen Po-ta's 
second Red Flag article, which provided a detailed discussion 
of the commune concept and was the most extravagant eulogy of 
Mao aS a Marxist-Leninist theorist yet to appear. Chen's ar- 
ticle provided a theoretical justification for the communes, 
arguing that Marx and Engels had pointed out only the "gen- 
eral direction of the struggle" .and that they had not pre- 
tended to "write out a prescription for each nation..." Chen 
quoted Lenin to the effect that "special conditions unknown 
to the European countries" appeared in the East. He further 
attributed the commune concept expressly to Mao. It is un- 
likely that Chen would have spelled out such an elaborate 
and provocative justification for a special and unique Chi- 
nese road to socialism and Communism if the commune decision 
had not been firm by this time. 


If the Soviet Embassy in Peiping had been attentive and 
had understood the great significance of this article, Khru- 
shchev's attention might have been called to it prior to his 
departure, It is not known, however, whether Khrushchev was 
briefed at all on the communes, or, if so, whether this was 
one of the topics he came to discuss. The gravity of the 
Middle East situation at the time, and the imminence of a 
new Chinese Communist venture in the Taiwan Strait would seen 
to justify a top-level meeting, even without a critical de- 
velopment in Chinese domestic policy. Further, there was 
nothing in the joint communiqué to suggest that the internal 
affairs of either country had been under discussion. Discus-— 
sions were held on "urgent and important questions in the 
present international situation," on the "further strengthen- 
ing of the alliance," and on the “common struggle for peace- 
ful settlement of international issues." Both Pravda and 
People's Daily editorials following the meeting were devoted 
exclusively to ‘foreign affairs or to intrabloc problems such 
as that of revisionism. The Pravda editorial of 5 August, 
commenting on the meeting, wrote: 


As a result of a complete exchange of views on 
a number of most important problems arising before 
the two sides in Asia and Europe in connection with the 
resent international situation, full agreement was 
reached concerning the steps which must be taken to re- 
sist aggression and preserve peace, 
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Soviet Comment on Eve of Commune Resolution 


The Soviet party, even if it had only overt Chinese 
sources to work from, should have been able, by sometime in 
August, to deduce that a reorganization of the Chinese 
countryside was in the offing and that this reorganization 
would introduce a new form to be called the "people's commune." 
Western analysts, working only from open sources, were able in 
mid-August to describe some of the features of those "communes." 


Yet Soviet analysts, like-those in the West, may at that 
point still have had only a dim idea of the social, economic, 
and ideological extremes to which these "communes" were lead- 
ing. One Western article, for example, assessed Mao's commune 
undertaking as bearing some similarity to Khrushchev's "agri- 
cultural cities" program and suggested that Mao's aim might be 
to form amalgamated enterprises in which peasants would work 
for wages under state supervision. In short, although it was 
clear by August that a fundamental rural reorganization in- 
volving "communes" was in the offing, the precise nature of 
those "communes" was not yet clear. There is the further 
possibility that Moscow may not yet have had time to properly 
evaluate what information it had on the commune program and 
therefore not formulated a clear line on the program, 


In any event, articles in Soviet journals throughout 
August and even early September continued to write that the 
Chinese cooperative system was viable and had enormous possi- 
bilities for development, emphasized that China was following 
the tested Leninist cooperative plan and tested Soviet ex=- 
perience, and continued to congratulate the Chinese on their 
creative application of Marxism, It seems unlikely that such 
lines would have appeared in Soviet journals in August and 
early September if the Soviet leadership had been fully aware 
of the impending Chinese initiative. If it had been so aware, 
it seems likely that it would have taken a very reserved atti- 
tude toward those plans and that such an attitude would have 
been reflected in Soviet media. 








On 5 August, a journal of the central committee of the 
Soviet Communist party, In Aid of Political Self—Education, * 
contained a feature article on the successes of the Chinese 
Communist party in the construction of socialism, The article 
contained a quotation from the Mao-Khrushchev communiqué is- 
sued on 3 August and was thus written, in part at least, 
after that meeting. 


The article began by asserting that the Chinese Communist 
party creatively combined the general truths of Marxism~ 
Leninism with the concrete revolutionary struggle in China. 

It was particularly enthusiastic about Chinese Communist 
successes in agriculture, and it claimed that the gigantic 
problem of cooperatization had been "solved," 


The Chinese people have achieved huge successes 
in the implementation of the party's general line in 
agriculture, In an exceptionally short period, in 
only one five-year plan, the gigantic task of the 
voluntary uniting of many millions of the peasantry 
into agricultural production cooperatives has been 
solved... 


The best Chinese party cadres, the article continued, had 
explained to the peasantry "the experience of collectiviza- 
tion and the successes of the kolkhoz regime in the USSR." 
From year to year, it said, the Chinese Communist party 
"increases aid to the cooperative movement." 


In late August an article on the "great upsurge in agri- 
culture in China" by V. Sidekhmenov, a Soviet expert on China, 
appeared in the principal party organs of at least five re- 
publics, (It appeared in Kazakhstanskaya Pravda on 16 August, 
Leningradskaya Pravda on 17 August, Kommunist Tadzhikistana 
on August, Sovetskaya Litva on 20 August, and Sovketskaya 
Moldaviya on 29 Raguet). The article said that in the course 





*This journal, an official organ of the central committee, 
published by Pravda'’s publishing house, is one of the principal 
propaganda and agitational organs in the USSR, designed to 
furnish background on current topics for party propagandists 
and party schools throughout the USSR. 
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of the 12-year period beginning in 1956, Chinese agricultural 
production cooperatives would achieve enormous grain yields, 
and it continued: 


The task is posed, in the next three to five 

years, to make all peasants, united in cooperatives, 

prosperous. (underlining supplied) 

On 18 August, one month after the Chinese press had 
first publicly unveiled the commune, two weeks after the Mao- 
Khrushchev meeting, and seven days after NCNA reported that 
it was chairman Mao's "guiding idea” to organize Chinese. 


society into "large communes to form the basic units of 
Chinese society," a Pravda editorial could write: 


This year, China will surpass the USA in gross 
output of wheat by at least two million tons, and 
this is not a limit. In their recent meetings with 
Chairman Mao Tse-tung, the Chinese peasants spoke 
with enthusiasm about the great possibilities in- 
herent in the cooperative system...The C s strid- 
ing with gigantic Steps toward the complete triumph 
of socialism, (inderlining:stpplied) § - 


The "recent meetings" referred to by Pravda were the very 
meetings in which Mao had initiated the maSs campaign to 
organize communes throughout China. He had visited a co- 
operative in Hopei on 4 August and extolled the virtues 

of the°cdmmune organization and of communal life, and he 
had been in Shantung on 9 August where~-~it was subsequently 
disclosed--he issued the commune directive. ; 
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On 4 September a Soviet expert on China, M. Kapitsa, x do? 
author of a recent Soviet work on Soviet-Chinese relations, yen, 
wrote in Red Star, in a eulogistic article on the great leap 5F tam, 


forward, "The Communist party of China has been guided by the 
most important Marxist-Leninist theses in every stage of so- 
' gialist construction." On 6 September, four days before the 
commune resolution was published, the official government 
organ Izvestia wrote of staggering rice yields in China and 
concluded that "the great successes in the Chinese country- 
side are a reflection of the creative application of Marxist- 
Leninist teaching and the concrete practice of socialist con- 
struction," 


«10. 





The evidence adduced above is subject to varying inter— 
pretations, all of which must be tentative and, to some ex- 
tent, speculative. It is inconceivable that Moscow had no 
advance knowledge of the Chinese commune program. On the 
basis of Soviet journals, however, it seems evident that 
the Russians did not have early, frank, and complete in- 
formation on the communes and the ideological claims that 
would surround them, Such information, in the light of the 
strain evident in Sino-Soviet relations after the full scope 
of the Chinese initiative was made public, would probably 
have caused considerable alarm, This alarm would probably 
have been passed down to the key party journals and news- 
papers which would not then have been writing of China's 
"creative" application of Marxism-Leninism right up to the 
publication of the commune resolution, 


Moreover, if the Soviet leadership had been fully aware 
of the impending Chinese initiative, it probably would have 
begun to take some pre-emptive ideological action well be- .. 
fore‘the time it began to do so--November 1958. Yet Chinese 
and bloc specialists, reading the Soviet party journals in 
the period from June to September 1958, would have gained the 
impression that Moscow had no “qualms about Chinese political, 
social, and economic policies, 


It is possible that such alarm was prevalent in higher 
party circles without being reflected in the party press, but 
it is hard to believe that such alarm would not have been re- 
flected in some way in a document so close to the center as a 
Pravda editorial, It can also be argued that the Soviet 
leaders, aware of the Chinese intentions, intended those re- 
ferences to the viability and great potential strength of the 
cooperatives as a subtle warning to the Chinese not to go too 
far. Such covert warnings, however, would be difficult to 
reconcile with the simultaneous praise for Chinese creativity. 


In sum, the evidence suggests that the Soviet party had 
less advance information on the Chinese communes than one 
would expect it to have if there were a close working rela- 
tionship between the two Peres 





